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points in the Bill which must strike at decent Indian existence in Natal.
Some of the Indians, who are born traders, cannot take up any
other employment or pursuit. To them, Natal is their home. What
are they to do if they may not trade? It will be simply encourage-
ment for fraud if the Bill is persisted in. It is perfectly true that the
position of the Indian trader under the present licensing law is not much
better. He is always in a state of uncertainty, but that does not mean
that the present Bill can be justified. Moreover, even with reference
to the existing licensing law, the position has become very critical and
during my last visit to Natal I noticed that Indian traders had become
very uncomfortable and were considering what could be done to obtain
amelioration. The recent cable from Home also shows that the Colonial
Office is still reasoning with the Natal Government with a view to the
amendment or repeal of the Dealers' Licenses Act of Natal. The
second licensing Bill is, in truth, a confiscation of what rights there may
be left after the full effect has been produced by the operation of the
first Bill. Thus the second Bill gives ten years' notice to the Indian
traders to quit. If there are any left at the end of that period, they
are to receive compensation on a basis of three years3 profits. This is
ridiculous. How can such compensation be an adequate return for
confiscating a growing business? This compensation can never enable
the Indian to live on the interest thereof for the rest of his lifetime.
I assume of course that such an Indian will not, except in rare cases,
carry on his trade elsewhere.
I know that an attempt has been made to justify the second Bill
by comparing it with the liquor licensing legislation at Home. The
two, however, can hardly be compared. In the other case the restric-
tion of the liquor trade is necessary for the moral well-being of the whole
community. No such argument can be advanced in connection with
the Indian traders. Whatever their defects may be, no one has been
able to impute more, dishonesty to them than to other traders, and
Indian trade, per se, is not held to be harmful as the liquor trade
undoubtedly is.
I do not anticipate that such legislation will be passed, but the
very fact that responsible Ministers in South Africa can contemplate
with equanimity the passing of such legislation is a most deplorable
one, and saps the foundations of Imperial statesmanship and Imperial
federation. Many Imperialists in England include India also as part of
Imperial federation and I do not know that it is possible to have at
all a British Empire, leaving India out, seeing that, according to
Lord Gurzon, India is the dome of the Imperial edifice and that it is
India which makes the term Empire possible.
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